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DETAILED ACTION 



Oath/Declaration 



1 . The oath or declaration is defective. A new oath or declaration in compliance 
with 37 CFR 1 .67(a) identifying this application by application number and filing date is 
required. See MPEP §§ 602.01 and 602.02. 

The oath or declaration is defective because: 

The declaration appears to be missing language at the beginning of page 2. 



2. The drawings are objected to as failing to comply with 37 CFR 1 .84(p)(5) 
because they include the following reference sign(s) not mentioned in the description: 
90. A proposed drawing correction, corrected drawings, or amendment to the 
specification to add the reference sign(s) in the description, are required in reply to the 
Office action to avoid abandonment of the application. The objection to the drawings will 
not be held in abeyance. 



Drawings 



Specification 



3. 



The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: 
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The specification appears to contain minor typographical errors. For example, on 
page 5, line 13, it is assumed that "remains" is intended to read "remain", and on page 
8, line 3, it is assumed that the word "the" is to be deleted from the phrase "the either 
key". Further, on page 5, it is assumed that "blocks text" in lines 17, 19, and 20, is 
intended to read "blocks of text". Applicant's cooperation is requested in correcting any 
errors of which applicant may become aware in the specification. 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Objections 

4. Claims 1,3,5, and 7 are objected to because of the following informalities: 
Claim 1 reads "blocks text" in line 1 1 of the claim. It is assumed that this is 

intended to read "blocks of text". It is also assumed that "assigning" in line 12 is 

intended to read "assigned". Further, it appears that "applied to registered documents" 

in line 25 is intended to read "registered documents". 

Claim 3 reads "blocks text" in line 8 of the claim. It is assumed that this is 

intended to read "blocks of text". Further, it is assumed that "assigning" in line 10 is 

intended to read "assigned". 

Claim 5 reads "blocks text" in line 9 of the claim. It is assumed that this is 

intended to read "blocks of text". It is also assumed that "assigning" in line 10 is 

intended to read "assigned". 
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Claim 7 reads "applied to registered documents" in lines 12-13 of the claim. It is 
assumed that this is intended to read "registered documents". 
Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections = 35 USC §112 

5. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

6. Claims 1-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

Claim 1 recites the limitation "the user" in line 13. It is unclear if this refers to "the 
user of the computer-based system" of lines 4-5 or one of "the one or more other users" 
of line 1 1 . Further, the claim recites the limitation "the blocks of text" in lines 15 and 23. 
It is unclear whether this refers to the designated blocks of text, the assigned blocks of 
text, or the identified blocks of text. Additionally, the limitation "storing the users 
assigned to the blocks of text of a registered document and digital signature certificates 
for preregistered users" in lines 23-24 is unclear as to whether the digital signature 
certificates are stored or assigned. The above limitations render the claim indefinite. 

Claim 3 recites the limitation "the user" in line 10. It is unclear if this refers to the 
users of line 2 or one of the one or more other users of line 8. Further, the claim recites 
the limitation "the blocks of text" in lines 12 and 17. It is unclear whether this refers to 
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the designated blocks of text, the assigned blocks of text, or the identified blocks of text. 
Additionally, the limitation "storing the users assigned to the blocks of text of a 
registered document and digital signature certificates for users" in lines 17-18 is unclear 
as to whether the digital signature certificates are stored or assigned. The above 
limitations render the claim indefinite. 

Claim 5 recites the limitation "the user" in line 11. It is unclear if this refers to the 
user of the computer-based system of lines 3-4 or one of the one or more other users of 
line 8. Further, the claim recites the limitation "the blocks of text" in lines 13-14. It is 
unclear whether this refers to the designated blocks of text or the assigned blocks of 
text. This renders the claim indefinite. 

Claim 7 recites the limitation "the associated document" in lines 7-8. The claim 
also recites the limitations "the users assigned to the blocks of text" in line 1 1 , "the 
users' selections" in line 13, and "the acceptance or decline options" in line 13. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for these limitations in the claim. Further, the limitation 
"storing the users assigned to the blocks of text of a registered document and digital 
signature certificates for preregistered users" in lines 1 1-12 is unclear as to whether the 
digital signature certificates are stored or assigned. This renders the claim indefinite. 

Claims 2, 4, and 6 are rejected due to their dependence on rejected base claims. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
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7. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

8. Claims 1-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being clearly anticipated by 
Brown et al, US Patent 6671805. 

In reference to Claim 1 , Brown discloses a document signing system including a 
plurality of remotely located computer-based systems (Figure 5, elements 502; column 
14, line 65-column 15, line 4), each including a user interface component for displaying 
an electronic document (column 9, lines 43-45) and designating blocks of text for 
signature tasks (column 8, lines 35-37), a processing component for identifying 
designated blocks of text (column 8, lines 35-37), and a browser component including 
an assigning component for assigning users to blocks of text (column 8, lines 5-7) and a 
signing component for reviewing (column 13, lines 13-19) and digitally signing blocks of 
text (column 8, lines 57-59) and selecting an acceptance option (column 13, lines 22- 
27). Brown further discloses that the system includes a document computer-based 
system coupled to the remote systems over a network (Figure 5, element 506; column 
17, lines 16-18) including a registering component including a component for identifying 
blocks of text (column 1 1 , lines 65-67) and a component for verifying the correctness of 
blocks of text (column 22, lines 12-22); a storing component for storing users, digital 
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signatures, and users' selections (column 9, lines 24-26 and 37-42); and a retrieval 
component for retrieving documents with signature tasks, stored digital signatures, and 
users' selections (column 10, lines 1-5; column 18, lines 59-63). 

In reference to Claim 2, Brown discloses everything as applied to Claim 1 above, 
and further discloses assigning a completion deadline (column 19, line 61 -column 20, 
line 5, where the signer is notified if the signing has not been completed by a certain 
time). 

Claims 3 and 4 are method claims corresponding substantially to system claims 
1 and 2, respectively, and are rejected by a similar rationale. 

In reference to Claim 5, Brown discloses a document signing system including a 
user interface component for displaying an electronic document (column 9, lines 43-45) 
and designating blocks of text for signature tasks (column 8, lines 35-37), a processing 
component for identifying designated blocks of text (column 8, lines 35-37), and a 
browser component including an assigning component for assigning users to blocks of 
text (column 8, lines 5-7) and a signing component for reviewing (column 13, lines 13- 
19) and digitally signing blocks of text (column 8, lines 57-59) and selecting an 
acceptance option (column 1 3, lines 22-27). 

In reference to Claim 6, Brown discloses everything as applied to Claim 5 above, 
and further discloses assigning a completion deadline (column 19, line 61 -column 20, 
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line 5, where the signer is notified if the signing has not been completed by a certain 
time). 

In reference to Claim 7, Brown discloses a document signing system including a 
registering component including a component for identifying blocks of text (column 1 1 , 
lines 65-67) and a component for verifying the correctness of blocks of text (column 22, 
lines 12-22); a storing component for storing users, digital signatures, and users' 
selections (column 9, lines 24-26 and 37-42); and a retrieval component for retrieving 
documents with signature tasks, stored digital signatures, and users' selections (column 
10, lines 1-5; column 18, lines 59-63). 

Conclusion 

9. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

a. Carter, US Patent 5787175, discloses a method and apparatus providing 
for multiple users signing a portion of a document. 

b. Petrogiannis, International Publication WO00/08541 , discloses a method 
for parallel approval of sections of an electronic document by a plurality of users. 

c. Cox et al, US Patent 6253323, disclose a system for multiple users 
signing a document over a network. 
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d. Takaragi et al, US Patent 6341349, disclose a system for multiple digital 
signatures. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Zachary A Davis whose telephone number is (703) 305- 
8902. The examiner can normally be reached on weekdays 8:30-6:00, alternate 
Fridays off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Gregory Morse can be reached on (703) 308-4789. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



zad 
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